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place of each allied victory cabled by Reuter, and the Mexican peon calls hirifelf
proudly a Bolshevik, for the simple reason that the American capitalists are W-f
much against Bolshevism.   But I suppose, the mentality of a Mahatma is too
complicated an organism to admit of such a simple instinctive process.
Since the deplorable ignorance of Bolshevism is not the Mahatma's
alone, but is shared by many in India, and since this ignorance does not
preclude them from forming an opinion on the subject, it may not be un-
called for to say a few words about this "monstrous" doctrine. It is the more
called for, in view of the fact that Bolshevism (which, by the way, is not the
result, as is commonly believed, but the basic principle of the Russian Revolu-
tion of 1917) is the most dominant political factor of the contemporary world.
Just as the great French Revolution of 1789 affected the political thought and
life of Europe at that epoch, the Russian Revolution is bound to play the
same role in our time, with the difference that the geographical situation of
Russia, coupled with the principles of her revolution, will bring wider spheres,
including Asia and Africa, under its sway. This is the case, despite the
explicable apprehension and righteous indignation of the pacifically minded
ladies and gentlemen, whose good faith is taken for granted by Mahatmaji,
but is seriously doubted by more practical men of the world.
Now, as far as Mahatmaji is concerned, the main principles of Bolshe-
vism will not be anything new. He himself will think so. But principles
become a bundle of dead formulas if they are not* put into action. By his
own declaration, the Mahatma desires to see the masses freed from the domi-
nation of capitalism. Well, Bolshevism does not propose anything more mons-
trous. The Bolsheviks are generally in agreement with Mahatmaji when he
says, "the greatest menace to the world today is the growing, exploiting, ir-
responsible imperialism which is threatening the independent existence and
expansion of the weaker races." But the difference between Mahatmaji
and the Bolsheviks is that in the hands of the former, this gospel of freedom
loses all practical value, being subordinated to an intricate conception of
morality, religion and God, while the latter do not permit their vision to be
clouded by illusions, and deal with the world as it is. The result is, that while
Bolshevism forges ahead, breaking one link after another of the mighty chain
of time-honoured servitude, in the face of united and determined opposition
of the powers that be, Gandhism gropes in the dark, spinning out ethical
and religious dogmas, that only prevent the masses from developing the will
to fight for freedom.
It can be taken for granted that Mahatmaji is acquainted with the gene-
ral principles of Socialism; not the Utopian brand of St. Simon, Thomas More,
Tolstoy, etc., but that formulated on the basis of scientific knowledge and eco-
nomic facts by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. The principles of Socia-
lism are (1) to overthrow the capitalist system of production; (2) abolition of
private property; (3) reorganization of the means of social production and